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SECRET

Executive Registry

86~ 5004

20 December 1985

MEMORANDUM FOR: National Intelligence Officer for Strategic Programs
Chief, Arms Control Intelligence Staff, DI

FROM: Director of Central Intelligence

SUBJECT: Force Structure Information

I understand that from 1968 to date in strategic arms talks the
United States has provided the information about the force structure
for both sides. Is this still the case? If it is, it seems to me
that it has us giving our intelligence and permitting the Soviets to
know where we are good and where we are bad. Wouldn't it be proper
and better for us to provide information about our force structure
and ask the Soviets to do the same with respect to theirs? What is
the rationale for doing it otherwise? I believe the same question

pertains with respect to the MBFR negotiations.

William J. Casey

25X1

s;eé

Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2011/05/25 : CIA-RDP88B00443R001804380018-2



